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REMARKS 

Applicants' attorney elects Group I (claims 1-4) with 
traverse. Claims 5-14 have been amended above as method 
claims. In view of this amendment, it is requested that 
claims 5-14 be examined with claims 1-4. 

The examiner is also requested to examine claims 15-21 with 
claims 1-4. 

Annex B of the Administrative Instructions under the Patent 
Cooperation Treaty under Section (e) explicitly states that: 

(e) Combinations of Different Categories of Claims. The 

method for determining unity of invention under Rule 13.2 
shall be construed as permitting, in particular, the 
inclusion of any one of the following combinations of 
claims of different categories in the same international 
application : 

(i) in addition to an independent claim for a given 
product, an independent claim for a process 
specially adapted for the manufacture of the said 
product, and an independent claim for a use of the 
said product, or 

(ii) in addition to an independent claim for a given 
process, an independent claim for an apparatus or 
means specifically designed for carrying out the 
said process, or 

(iii) in addition to an independent claim for a 
given product, an independent claim for a process 
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specially adapted for the manufacture of the said 
product and an independent claim for an apparatus or 
means specifically designed for carrying out the 
said process, 

it being understood that a process is specially adapted 
for the manufacture of a product if it inherently results 
in the product and that an apparatus or means is 
specifically designed for carrying out a process if the 
contribution over the prior art of the apparatus or means 
corresponds to the contribution the process makes over 
the prior art . 

Thus, a process shall be considered to be specially 
adapted for the manufacture of a product if the claimed 
process inherently results in the claimed product with 
the technical relationship being present between the 
claimed product and claimed process. The words "specially 
adapted" are not intended to imply that the product could 
not also be manufactured by a different process. 

Also an apparatus or means shall be considered to be 
"specifically designed for carrying out" a claimed 
process if the contribution over the prior art of the 
apparatus or means corresponds to the contribution the 
process makes over the prior art. Consequently, it would 
not be sufficient that the apparatus or means is merely 
capable of being used in carrying out the claimed 
process. However, the expression "specifically designed" 
does not imply that the apparatus or means could not be 
used for carrying out another process, nor that the 
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process could not be carried out using an alternative 
apparatus or means. 

Thus, under the PCT Administrative Instructions, it appears 
that the apparatus of claim 15 should be examined with the 
method of claim 1. The examiner is requested to reconsider 
his restriction requirement. 

Accordingly, favorable reconsideration and allowance is 
respectfully requested. Should any unresolved issue remain, 
the examiner is invited to call applicants' attorney at the 
telephone number indicated below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Customer No,: 29683 

Harrington & Smith, PC 
4 Research Drive 
Shelton, CT 06484-6212 
203-925-9400 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service as first class mail on 
the date shown below in an envelope addressed to: 
Commissioner For Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450. 



Mark F. Harrington (Reg. No. 31,686) 
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